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CURRENT TOPICS 


Sir Arthur Croke Morgan 

THE honour of a knighthood conferred by His Majesty 
in his Birthday Honours List on the President of The 
Law Society has given pleasure to the legal profession. 
Sir ARTHUR CROKE MorGAN, as he now is, is a partner in 
Messrs. Park, Nelson & Co., of 11, Essex Street, Strand. 
He was educated at Winchester and New College, Oxford, 
where he obtained 2nd Class Honours in Jurisprudence, and 
was admitted in 1903. In serving on the Council of The 
Law Society since 1925, he has served the public, and 
the recognition given to this fact by His Majesty is more 
than a gesture to the legal profession, which has also done 
yeoman service to the community, often for little or no 
reward. Sir Arthur has been a member of the Disciplinary 
Committee since 1932. In the last war he served as an 
officer in the Royal Garrison Artillery. Besides his activities 
at The Law Society and in practice, Sir Arthur has been 
Solicitor to the Honourable Society of the Middle Temple 
since 1915. We tender our sincere congratulations to the 
new knight. 

Army Requisitions 

THE Secretary of State for War made an important state- 
ment in the Commons on 12th June on the release of 
requisitioned properties by the War Office in the interests of 
housing. He said that at the peak the War Office held on 
requisition at least 80,000 properties apart from those used 
solely for storage. At the end of January this year the 
corresponding number was about 54,000. Of these about 
half were in the two classes which he regarded as having 
priority for release. These were (a) small dwelling-houses, 
and (b) schools and colleges. From February to the present 
time they had been releasing small houses at the rate of 
1,200 a month. He estimated that from now to the end of 
September they should be able to release or transfer a further 
7,800 properties of this class. The first quarter of 1946 
should see the virtual disappearance of this class of property 
from the requisition list. The position as regards schools and 
colleges was that they had 670 at the end of January, and that 
by 1st June, 140 had been released. Between now and 
September he hoped to release a further 141 in this class and 
by the end of the year an additional 236, leaving only 153 
still requisitioned at the end of the year. Of the 27,000 
buildings in the later priority classes they had since February 
been releasing 1,500 a month. He estimated that they should 
by the end of the year have given up a further 7,000 of these 
properties. They should by 31st December next have 
released or transferred over 500 schools and over 33,000 other 
properties out of the totals of 670 and 53,000 respectively 
held on 1st February. The War Office did not and could 
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not itself undertake reinstatement. It could only compensate. 
Owners therefore might not be able quickly to produce labour 
and materials to put their premises into a state fit for the 
former kind of occupation. Legally, an owner could not 
enter until there had been an agreed statement on dilapida- 
tions. What that means in practice he did not know. He 
did not think that owners had had, any difficulty in the vast 
majority of cases in reaching an understanding with the War 
Office valuers. 
Retail Businesses 

In a written answer to questions in the Commons on 
12th June, the President of the Board of Trade said that the 
Location of Retail Businesses Order was made in November, 
1941, and the Register of Withdrawing Traders was compiled 
to safeguard the post-war prospects of those traders who, 
through being called to the Services, directed into munition 
work, or through other causes, were forced to close their shops 
during the war; to protect shopkeepers who were with 
difficulty carrying on their businesses against new and unfair 
competition ; and to prevent an unhealthy dispersal of the 
diminishing supply of consumer goods. The time had, 
however, now come to make a start with allowing traders to 
reopen their businesses, and from 18th June, any ex-trader, 
whether serving or not in H.M. Forces, if eligible for 
inclusion in the Register, could be granted a licence as a 
matter of course to resume his former business. Ex-traders, 
who wished to reopen in some area or line of business other 
than that in which they formerly traded, would be allowed to 
do so provided this would not prejudice the interests of others 
on the Register. Licences would continue to be granted, as 
hitherto, to war-disabled persons who were not formerly 
retailers (in those cases the Licensing Committee would take 
account of any advice by the Ministry of Labour on whether 
the applicant should be allowed to enter retail trade on his 
own account) and to persons who acquired the goodwill of an 
existing business or who removed to other premises in the 
same shopping area, provided there was no change in the size 
or character of the business. For the time being, no further 
licences would be granted on the grounds of essential public 
need. But sympathetic consideration would be given to 
cases where the refusal of licence would involve a high degree 
of personal hardship. He added that, up to 9th June 17,427 
names had been accepted for inclusion on the Board’s Register 
of Withdrawing Retail Traders. 


Workmen’s Compensation and National Insurance 


THE publication on 13th June of the text of the National 
Insurance (Industrial Injuries) Bill marks an important step 
forward in the implementation of the Government’s general 
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national insurance proposals. Accidents arising in the course 
of a workman’s employment are to be deemed, in the absence 
of evidence to the contrary, to have arisen out of that employ- 
ment, a proposal which, if carried through, should clear 
away a great jungle growth of case law. The contribution 
income is to be increased by one penny a week for 
each adult to cover the cost of the additional benefits. It is 
estimated that when stabilised conditions prevail after the 
war the annual income from insured persons and _ their 
employers will be in the neighbourhood of £23,000,000. The 
Exchequer contribution at the rate of one-fifth would on that 
basis be about £4,500,000. Broadly speaking, the scheme 
is to cover all persons working under a contract of service 
or apprenticeship. There will be no income limit in the case 
of non-manual workers and no provision for “‘contracting-out ”’ 
schemes. It will be administered by the Minister of National 
Insurance and his officers. An increase of 5s. a week is made to 
the injury allowance (making it 40s.) during the first thirteen 
weeksand after twenty-six weeks the allowance is to be replaced 
by a pension, also of 40s. a week for 100 per cent. disablement. 
Dependents’ allowances are also increased to 16s. for a wife 
or other adult dependent and to 7s. 6d. for a child, payable 
from the time of the accident. A man with a wife (or adult 
dependent) and one child would receive an injury allowance 
of 40s. + 16s. + 7s. 6d., a total of 63s. 6d. In permanent 
incapacity a man would receive 40s. + 20s. and 16s. in respect 
of a wife and 7s. 6d. in respect of a child—total, 83s. 6d. The 
corresponding total in such a case would have been 67s. 6d. 
according to the White Paper proposals, and under existing 
Acts the maximum is 55s. In cases of fatal accident a widow’s 
pension is to be 30s. a week if she is fifty years of age or over, 
or if, being under that age, she has the care of a child of the 
workman or is permanently incapable of self support. In 
other cases the pension is to be 20s. a week. Satisfactory all 
this undoubtedly is, but it is to be hoped that when the 
measure becomes law the tribunals which decide disputes 
under it will bear in mind that they are still subject to the 
control of His Majesty’s Supreme Court of Judicature should 
their hearings diverge from any of the principles of natural 
justice. 
Salaries of Solicitors 

Not everybody can take the risk of attempting to 
commence practice on his own account as soon as he is 
admitted. The number of those who are compelled, though 
qualified to practise, to take employment with another 
solicitor was great before the war, and there is little reason to 
suppose that it will be less when matters become more normal. 
A letter in the Scotsman from “ Subaltern’”’ on 9th June 
forcibly puts a question which must have agitated many in 
the Forces who have adopted or are about to adopt the law 
as their profession. We cannot do better than quote some 
of his own words: “ That a qualified assistant should be 
expected, as he was, to work for £150 per annum—and that 
was the most common salary during the first year or two—is 
a slur on an honourable profession. I speak from knowledge 
when I say that a sergeant in the Army is considerably better 
off than a solicitor . I know, indeed, of a case of a young 
lady solicitor in the East of Scotland whose salary was rather 
less than that of a Glasgow tram conductress . To my 
mind the only solution lies in the hands of the profession 
itself. The B.M.A. lays down standards for the payment of 
its members. Why should not the Law Societies do likewise ? 
The future of the profession lies in the young men. Can they 
themselves obtain justice only when they are old?” We 
agree, and, judging from a letter we print at p. 290 of this 
issue, we are not alone in agreeing. 


Statute for International Court 
AT San Francisco on 19th May the United Nations Con- 
ference made public the revised draft of a proposed statute 
for the International Court of Justice of the projected world 
organisation. The statute, prepared by the United Nations 
Committee of Jurists, contains sixty-nine articles. Of these, 
the Committee on the International Court has so far approved 
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fifty-one, subject to review by the Conference Commission on 
Judicial Organisation and by the Conference in plenary session. 
The proposed statute is modelled upon that governing the 
Permanent Court of International Relations, established in 
1920. The articles approved by the committee concern the 
general composition of the court, its location, and procedure. 
Those so far unapproved include provisions governing the 
selection of judges, the court’s jurisdiction, advisory opinions 
and amendments of thestatute. Among interesting provisions 
in the approved articles is art. 2, which provides that the 
court shall be composed of a body of independent judges, 
elected regardless of their nationality from amongst persons 
of high moral character, who possess the qualifications 
required in their respective countries for appointment to the 
highest judicial offices, or are jurist consultants of recognised 
competence in international law. Article 3 provides that the 
court shall consist of fifteen members, no two of whom may 
be nationals of the same State or member of the United 
Nations. Article 9 contains a novel provision that at every 
election, the electors shall bear in mind not only that the 
persons to be elected should individually possess the qualifica- 
tions required, but also that in the body as a whole the 
representation of the main forms of civilisation and of the 
principal legal systems of the world should be assured. The 
members of the court are to be elected for nine years and may 
be re-elected, provided that of the judges elected at the first 
election, the terms of five judges shall expire at the end of 
three years and the terms of five more judges shall expire at 
the end of six years (art. 13). It is also provided that (a) no 
member of the court may exercise any political or adminis- 
trative function or engage in any other occupation of a 
professional nature (art. 16) ; (6) no member of the court may 
act as agent, counsel or advocate in any case (art. 17) ; (c) the 
members of the court, when engaged on the business of the 
court, shall enjoy diplomatic privileges and immunities. Each 
member of the court is to receive an annual salary (art. 32). 
The official languages of the court are tobe Frenchand English 
(art. 39). The parties must be represented by agents, and 
they may have the assistance of counsel or advocates before 
the court (art. 42). The hearing in court is to be public, unless 
the court shall decide otherwise, or unless the parties demand 
that the public be not admitted (art. 46). All questions are 
to be decided by a majority of the judges present (art. 55). 
The judgment must state the reasons on which it is based, 
and it must contain the names of the judges who have taken 
part in the decision (art. 56). Unless otherwise decided by 
the court, each party is to bear its own costs. 


Worshipful Company of Solicitors 


THE report of the Court of Assistants for the year 1944-45, 
presented to the Worshipful Company of Solicitors of the City 
of London at their annual general meeting on 13th June, shows 
that the year has been one of consolidation, following the 
creation in May, 1944, of the Company as one of the Livery 
Companies of the City of London. The total membership of 
the Company is now 248. No less than fourteen members are 
also members of the Court of Common Council, and sixteen 
are known to be members of the Courts of other Livery 
Companies, so that the connection of the Company with the 
civic life of the city is substantial. The alteration in the 
status of the Company has evoked a considerable number of 
inquiries from prospective members. The Court states that 
it is very anxious to see the membership considerably enlarged, 
so that the influence of the Company can be still further 
increased. In exercise of its power to elect as Honorary 
Associates of the Company any person who by reason of 
conspicuous services to the profession or personal distinction 
shall be deemed suitable, the Court elected The Rt. Hon. 
Davip LLoyp GEorGE, O.M., P.C., M.P. (who subsequently 
became Earl Lloyd George of Dwyfor), and The Rt. Hon. 
The Lorp HEMINGFORD, as Honorary Associates. Lord 
Lloyd George was a member of the first Court of the former 
company, of which he was a life member. Although his 
public duties prevented him from taking an active part in 
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the Company’s affairs, he expressed great pleasure at the 
action of the Court, which deeply regrets that he lived for so 
short a time after his election. Among matters of professional 
interest considered by the Court and its committees during 
the year were the Poor Persons Enquiry of the Rushcliffe 
Committee, in respect of which the Company had been in 
consultation with The Law Society, solicitors’ remuneration 
(on which it was not possible to report progress during the year, 
the delay being mainly due, it is alleged, to the apparent 
apathy of the provincial law societies, to whom copies of the 
memorandum by the Court were circulated by The Law 
Society for their observations), and the Industrial Injury 
Insurance Scheme (Monckton Committee on Alternative 
Remedies). The Court reports that the senior warden was 
co-opted a member of the Special Committee of The Law 
Society dealing with this matter. The Law Reform (Con- 
tributory Negligence) Bill, was considered, and the principles 
of the Bill welcomed. A proposal that lectures on private 
international law should be arranged under the auspices of 
the Company was sympathetically received, but it was 
decided that in view of the pressure on solicitors due to 
shortage of staff, and of the absence of a number of its younger 
members on war service, it would not be practicable to do 
anything during the war. After prolonged consideration the 
Court, the report stated, has adopted as the motto of the 
Company “ Lex libertatis origo ’’ (‘‘ Freedom’s foundation is 
the Law’’), and this has been recorded at Herald’s College. 
A report of the Annual General Meeting of the Company 
appears at p. 292 of this issue. 


**A Conveyancer’s Diary ” 


’ 


THE “‘ Conveyancer ’’ very much regrets that he is unable 
this week to contribute his usual “ Diary.”” He was asked 
at a late stage before the dissolution of Parliament to take 
the place of a candidate who had fallen ill and contest a 
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scattered rural constituency in the forthcoming election. He 
finds his campaign a whole-time occupation. He feels sure 
that his readers will appreciate the difficulty which compels 
him to interrupt this series, which has been continuous since 
the summer of 1939, with four scattered exceptions. He 
hopes to return in time to contribute to our issue of 14th July. 


Recent Decisions 

In a case in the Divisional Court, on 12th June (Zhe Times, 
13th June), Humpureys and CassELs, JJ., held that where a 
house was let to two persons as two flats to be occupied by their 
respective families separately, these were not two houses 
within Pt. II of the Housing Act, 1936, and accordingly, only 
one notice and one demand should be served on the person 
having the control of the house in order to make him liable 
for the cost of rendering the house fit for human habitation. 


In Alford Drainage Board v. Mablethorpe and Sutton Gas 
Co., Lid., on 11th June (The Times, 12th June), the Court of 
Appeal (Scott, MAcKinNon and Morton, L.JJ.) held, 
following Port of London Authority v. Essex River Catchment 
Board |1945] K.B. 101, that it was not the duty of the board 
to make a fresh assessment for the purposes of the drainage 
rate, since the first assessment in 1937. It was argued that 
it was the duty of the board to make a fresh assessment 
every year. Leave was given to appeal to the House of 
Lords. 

In a case in the Court of Appeal (Scott, MACKINNON and 
Morton, L.JJ.), on 12th June (The Times, 13th June), it 
was held that a plaintiff in a county court action for {20 
damages for nuisance and an injunction could only appeal 
from a judgment for the defendant in the county court with 
the leave of the judge, because the County Courts Act, s. 105, 
proviso (a), prohibited an appeal without leave where the 
claim did not exceed £20, and the additional claim of an 
injunction did not take the claim outside the proviso. 


THE PROPERTIES OF ADOPTED AND LEGITIMATED 
CHILDREN 


THERE is in the Law Notes for April a useful discussion on 
“The adopted child’s right to property,’ and possibly our 
readers may be interested in a comparison between the two 
classes mentioned above in respect of their respective 
properties. 

As a general rule legitimated children can take as if born 
legitimate (Legitimacy Act, 1926, 16 & 17 Geo. 5, c. 60), 
but adopted children are not included in a gift to children 
(Adoption of Children Act, 1926, 16 & 17 Geo. 5, c. 29). 
That is only a very general statement and we must go into 
more detail. ‘‘ The date of legitimation means the date of 
the marriage leading to the legitimation, or where the marriage 
occurred before the commencement of this Act the com- 
mencement of this Act ”’ (1st January, 1927). That date is 
important as a legitimated person and his spouse and issue 
can take any interest 

(a) in the estate of an intestate \ 
dying 
(b) under any disposition coming 
into operation 
(c) by descent under an entailed | 
interest created 
as if the legitimated person had been born legitimate (s. 3). 


_ after the date of 
legitimation 


As the legitimation cannot take place before the 1st January, 
1927, s. 3 does not take away interests vested before that 
date, or prevent the owners of property from excluding 
legitimated persons from enjoying their property if they 
desire to do so and are sui juris. 

In the converse case of a legitimated person or his issue 
dying intestate (wholly or partially) the same persons take the 
same interests as they would have taken if the legitimated 
person had been born legitimate (s. 4). Special provisions 
are made by s. 5 for the illegitimate person dying after the 


commencement of the Act but before the marriage of his 
parents. 

The provisions of the Adoption of Children Act, 1926, as 
to the property of adopted children come rather as a surprise, 
One would have expected that the adopted child should be 
treated as a born child of the adopters in regard to the 
adopter’s property, and have ceased to be treated as a child 
of his parents. But this is not so (s. 5 (2)). By way of 
compromise, however, where an adopted child or his spouse 
or issue takes any interest under the adopter’s disposition 
or the adopter takes any interest under a disposition by an 
adopted child or his spouse or issue, duties are payable at the 
same rate as if the child had been born to the adopter in lawful 
wedlock (ibid. (3)). 

We of course see the difference between property given 
to his own children by the adopter and that given to his 
(the adopter’s) children by other people. If, for instance, 
X settled property on Y’s children, it would not be right 
that Y by adopting children should enlarge the number of 
persons to take, and so reduce the amount of the trust property 
which the true children of the adopter take. Would it not 
be reasonable to provide that as regards the intestacy of the 
adopter or any disposition by the adopter, or under any 
entail created by the adopter after the adoption the adopted 
child should be treated as a true born child of the adopter. 
After the adoption he should no longer be treated as a true 
born son of his parents, at any rate as regards the intestacy 
of or any disposition by his parents or either of them. 

Though the main purpose of the Legitimacy Act is to 
legitimate illegitimate children, where their parents sub- 
sequently marry, s. 9 deals with an illegitimate child who 
has not been legitimated. Under that section where the 
mother of such a child dies intestate as to any property, and 
does not leave any legitimate issue, “‘ the illegitimate child, 
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or if he is dead, his issue shall be entitled to take any interest 
therein to which he or such issue would have been entitled 
if he had been born legitimate.’’ So that before the personal 
representative assents to the vesting of the property in (say) 
the brother of the deceased spinster, he must be satisfied that 
this section does not apply. A purchaser is absolved from 
having to make an unpleasant inquiry on the subject, as the 
assent is sufficient evidence that the assentee is the person 
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entitled to have the legal estate vested in him or her (Ad. of 
E.A., 1945, s. 36 (7)). 

A difficulty is pointed out in Wolstenholme and Cherry's 
work, 12th ed., pp. 1564-5. Section 9 aforesaid says: “‘ does 
not leave any legitimate issue her surviving.’’ Are the words 
“who attain a vested interest ’’ implied? No doubt that 
was intended, and the court will do its best to read those 
words or similar ones into the section. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT NOTEBOOK 


VALIDATION OF LEASES: DECLARATION OF THE DATE OF THE END OF THE EUROPEAN WAR 


MANY practitioners will have read with a sigh of relief the 
information confided by the Lord Chancellor to the Press and 
published in daily newspapers on 12th June, by which we 
were told that an Order in Council had been made under 
the Validation of War-Time Leases Act, 1944. The order is 
published at p. 295 of this issue. Section 2 (2) of the Act 
authorises the making of an Order in Council declaring 
what date is to be treated for the purposes of any 
tenancy agreement as (a) the date of the end of the 
war and of hostilities as respects all States with which 
His Majesty is at war and all theatres of war, etc. ; (b) the 
date of the end of the war and of hostilities, as respects any 
particular State or States or any particular theatre or theatres 
of war and of the emergency (not being defined by reference 
to any Act of Parliament) occasioned thereby ; (c) the date 
of any event which occurs, or which the parties considered 
likely to occur, on or in connection with the end of any such 
war, hostilities, or emergency as aforesaid, and which appears 
to His Majesty ¢o require definition for the purposes of tenancy 
agreements ; and every agreement, the enactment proceeds, 
shall be construed accordingly, unless the context requires, or 
it is shown by admissible evidence, that it should otherwise 
be construed. 

The order which has been made is limited to tenancies 
referring or construed as referring to war or hostilities 
in Europe or with Germany or any other European State or 
States, and declares 9th May, 1945, to be the date of the end 
of the war and of hostilities (and of the emergency occasioned 
thereby) with all the States in Europe with which His Majesty 
has been at war since 3rd September, 1939. 

It has named a date under para. () and anyone concerned 
with a tenancy which, by virtue of s. 1, takes effect as a 
tenancy for ten years subject to a right to determine it by 
at least one month’s notice in writing given after the end 
of the war can now feel assured that 9th June, 1945, is the 
earliest date on which notice could be given. 

| rather assumed this when writing on ‘Cessation of 
Hostilities: Validated Leases” in our issue of 19th May 
(89 SoL. J. 232), my penultimate paragraph implying that 
the Rheims and Berlin ceremonies of 8th May would mark 
the termination of European hostilities. While the point has 
become somewhat academic, the assumption was based 
primarily on the view that the statute did all that it set out 
to do (namely, dispose of Lace v. Chantler (1944), 88 Sov. J. 
135 (C.A.)), in its very first section, the others being essentially 
ancillary. Thus the function of s. 2 was rightly described by 
its marginal note as being that of ‘‘ construction of tenancy 
agreements,’’ and I think it right to say that when one reads 
the whole of the section one sees that the Legislature was out 
to anticipate (in the true sense of the word) difficulties and 
arguments. Thus the first subsection, dealing with tenancy 
agreements which do not indicate whether such words as 
“the war ”’ and “ hostilities’ refer to war, etc., in Europe or 


All three candidates at Twickenham are barristers. Mr. E. H. 
Keeling (Con.), Major A. J. Irvine (Lab.) and Flight-Lieut.G. 
Granville Slack (Lib.). At St. Helens, Mr. Hartley Shawcross, 
K.C.. (Lab.), opposes Group Captain Frank Whitworth, M.A. 
LL.B. (Con.). Mr. G. H. Newsom, barrister-at-law, is the 
Liberal candidate for the Western Division of Dorset, and 
Lt.-Col. F. N. Bucher, barrister-at-law, is standing as a 
Conservative for Birkenhead East. 


everywhere, directs courts not only to construe the expressions 
by reference to the dates of the agreements uzless it is shown 
that the parties intended otherwise, but also to admit any 
evidence which may throw light on the intention of the parties. 
This may well have been inspired by the facts of Lace v. 
Chantler itself, for the habendum held to be void in that case 
was expressed simply by the words “for the duration” 
written in a rent-book. Then the third subsection, by which 
for the purposes of the section “‘ tenancy agreement ”’ includes, 
inter alia, leases, is perhaps a reminder that not only laymen 
use equivocal expressions. 

On these lines I came to the conclusion that the power 
provided by the second subsection, which is permissive at 
least in form (‘‘ His Majesty may’’) was thoughtfully so 
provided in case the war or wars, as seemed quite possible in 
August, 1944, as regards the war with Germany, should fizzle 
out in such a way as would make it difficult to say on which 
date it or they could be fairly said to have ended ; and that 
it had become unnecessary to exercise it. And it will be 
noted that there is no reference in the first or any other section 
to subs. (2) ; s. 2 is not a definition section. But, admittedly, 
when on 5th June, 1945, four Allied representatives signed a 
declaration which recited that it was necessary to make 
provision for the cessation of any further hostilities and 
proclaimed that all forces under German control should 
immediately cease hostilities, some doubt might have been 
entertained on the question whether 9th May or 5th June 
should be the end of the war with Germany for the purposes 
of the Validation of War-Time Leases Act, 1944. Though | 
consider that, the 5th June Declaration being very much 
alio intuitu—of the four signatories, Zhukov and F. De Lattre 
de Tassigny will hardly have heard of the problem : Eisenhower 
may have, as the principle of Lace v. Chantler has been applied 
in at least one of the U.S.A., namely, Illinois—such doubt 
ought to have been'resolved in favour of the earlier date 
without the assistance of an Order in Council, the order is 
welcome as having the effect of decisively dispelling it. 

What may perhaps be even more desirable is an order 
declaring the date mentioned in para. (c). For some prudent 
landlords and tenants, themselves, foreseeing the possible 
difficulty of determining the date of a modern war, sought to 
avoid this by making tenancies determinable by reference to 
some such event as the return of a named Allied monarch or 
government to its capital. This prudence may be rewarded 
in some cases, e.g., if the event were the return of King Haakon 
to Oslo; but there are others in which events have not 
followed the course contemplated by the parties, and there 
does seem to be occasion then for the exercise of the power to 
declare ‘“‘ the date of any event which occurs, or which the 
parties considered likely to occur, on or in connection with the 
end of any such war, hostilities, or emergency as aforesaid, 
and which appears to His Majesty to require definition for 
the purposes of tenancy agreements.”’ 


Sentence of eighteen months’ imprisonment was passed at the 
Central Criminal Court on 8th June on George Alfred Potts, 
forty-six, of Deanscroft Road, Eastcote, Middlesex, managing 
clerk to a firm of solicitors, who pleaded “ guilty ’’ to fraudulently 
converting £195 under a will of which he was trustee. It was 
stated that two of three beneficiaries in the estate received 
various sums of money, but there was an actual shortage 
of £1,022. 
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TO-DAY AND YESTERDAY 


LEGAL CALENDAR 


June 18.—On the 18th June, 1664, the Lord Chancellor 
and the judges promulgated a set of detailed orders for the 
government of the Inns of Court and Chancery. The Inns of 
Chancery were to be subordinate to the benchers of the Inns 
of Court to which they belonged, and any attorney, clerk or 
officer of any Court of Justice belonging to an Inn of Chancery 
who withstood their directions was to be severely punished. 
No one who was not usually in commons in the societies was 
to be admitted to lodge there. No attorney or solicitor was 
to be admitted to the Inns of Court. ‘‘ For that the over-early 
and hasty practice of utter-barristers doth make them the 
less grounded and sufficient, whereby the law may be disgraced 
and the client prejudiced,” no utter-barrister was to practise 
publicly at Westminster till he had been three years at the 
bar, unless he had been a reader of an Inn of Chancery. 
None were to be admitted to the bar unless they were “ of 
seven years’ continuance and have kept the exercises within 
the House and abroad in Inns of Chancery and have been 
frequently in commons.” The benchers were to ‘“‘ be chosen 
for their learning, for their duly keeping the exercises of the 
House, for their honest behaviour and good disposition.” 
Cloaks, swords and daggers were forbidden in Hall and Chapel. 
since “by the neglect of commons in the vacation the 
gentlemen of the Inns of Court are often drawn to frequent 
ordinaries, gaming-houses, and other places of disorder, 
whereby the neglect of their studies, if not the corruption of 
their manners is occasioned,’’ commons were to be kept both 
in vacations and term time. 

June 19.—On the 19th June, 1735, “a trial came on before 
the Lord Chief Justice Eyre, at Westminster, between John 
Sharper, plaintiff, and Mrs. Kemptie, widow of Captain 
Kemptie, defendant. The captain hired the plaintiff as a 
common sajlor for a voyage from London to the coast of 
Africa and from thence back to London. The action was 
brought for the plaintiff's whole wages from the time of his 
being hired to the ship’s arrival back at London. It appeared 
by the evidence that the captain gave the plaintiff leave to 
go on shore at the Island of St. Thomas and that the plaintiff 
refused to return on board to perform the remainder of the 
voyage, whereupon the court declared the plaintiff had 
forfeited his whole wages.”’ 

June 20.—On the 20th June, 1568, the Inner Temple 
benchers ordered “that every gentleman being indebted to 
the House shall be warned to pay his debts ; and the same 
warning being testified in the term time, if he does not pay 
the same debts within six weeks after the warning so testified, 
he shall lose his chambers.” 

June 21.—On the 21st June, 1524, the Inner Temple 
benchers “‘ agreed that a roll be made by Thomas, the butler, 
of contributors towards the stone wall to be built in the 
garden near the Thames, and that Master Ward shall collect 
the old fines, pensions and arrears of the roll of Thomas, the 
late steward of this Inn, and the arrears of the treasurer.” 


June 22.--Thomas Wilford, a young cripple of seventeen, 
born with only one arm, was living in the workhouse, where he 
fell in with Sarah Williams, a girl of bad character, who 
persuaded him to marry her. The ceremony took place in 
the Fleet and they found lodgings in the neighbourhood of 
St. Giles’ in the Fields. The Sunday after the wedding, 
Sarah stayed out till midnight and would give no explanation. 
A violent quarrel followed, in the course of which her husband 
cut her throat. He made no attempt to escape. On his 
conviction at the Old Bailey, he was sentenced to be hanged. 
He was executed at Tyburn on the 22nd June, 1752. 


Mr. Enwin Crayton, Senior Legal Assistant in the office of 
the Director of Public Prosecutions, has been promoted to be 
an additional Assistant Director of Public Prosecutions. 


June 23.—On the 23rd June, 1841, after Lord Campbell's 
short-lived appointment to the Irish Chancellorship, the Bar 
of Ireland forwarded an address to the Queen begging leave 
to submit “ that inasmuch as all judicial offices in England 
are uniformly filled by members of the English Bar, so, in 
justice to your Majesty’s faithful Irish subjects all judicial 
offices in Ireland ought to be filled uniformly from the Irish 
Bar ; and they trust that amongst that body will always be 
found persons worthy to fill such offices.”’ 

June 24.—In Jenks v. Turpin (1884), 13 Q0.B.D. 505, 
Hawkins and Smith, J J., sitting in the Queen’s Bench Division, 
gave judgment in the case of the Park Club, St. James’s, 
described as a common gaming house kept open for playing 
an unlawful game, baccarat. They confirmed the conviction 
of the proprietor and four committee-men, but held that that 
of three players could not be maintained. 


BomB PRroup 

During a recent case at Edmonton County Court, Judge 
Gordon Alchin observed: “I find that Londoners are now 
very proud of the number of bombs they had.’’ Certainly so 
far as the heavily bombed legal quarter is concerned the pride 
is enhanced by the fact observed upon by the President of the 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division that VIe-day was 
“the first occasion since the outbreak of hostilities on which 
the work of these courts has been brought to a standstill by 
reason of the war.’ At the height of the flying bomb attacks 
the House of Lords conformed with some reluctance to the 
custom of adjourning to the shelter when the “ imminent 
danger ”’ bell was rung, but no undignified precipitancy marred 
the leisurely progress of the law lords thither, and at least one 
of them preferred to spend the intervals in the fresh air on 
the pavement outside. Later on the intermittent explosions 
of V2's contributed an atmosphere of actuality to the 
deliberations in the Upper Chamber on the hearing of the 
appeal in the will case which turned on the possibility of 
simultaneous death by bomb blast. It is said that at the very 
moment when the Smithfield V2 rocked the Law Courts 
counsel in one of the cases was observing to a judge: “ My 
lord, this is a question of damages.”’ 


PROBLEM AT CHESTER 

In the Civil Court recently at the Chester Assizes two 
settlements left Singleton, J., without any more work to do 
until the afternoon. He appealed to counsel: “ Can you tell 
me what I can do? Unfortunately I cannot go around Chester 
in these clothes and my others are at my lodgings four miles 
away.” One unfamiliar with the circuit can only surmise 
that these must still be located in the house to which 
MacKinnon, L.J., took a decided dislike when he stayed there 
in 1934 and 1935—“ a huge place of rather forbidding aspect 
at Upton Heath, a long way out of the city to the north.” 
He regretted the very pleasant house, Heronbridge, on the 
Eccleston road where the lodgings had previously been. His 
delightful book ‘‘ On Circuit ’’ is crammed with the sort of 
topographical information that legal historians cherish. From 
it one gathers that Singleton, J., would have suffered no such 
problem of distance at Presteign where the judge’s lodgings 
are ‘next door to the court, or rather part of the same 
building, so that you can walk into the court from it, as you 
can at Aylesbury, Stafford, Northampton, Derby and 
Warwick.”’ At Presteign, however, and indeed throughout 
the Welsh circuits, MacKinnon, L.J., found a_ recurring 
problem of judicial unemployment and assizes so brief that 
in 1925 he worked twenty-one hours in South Wales in a 
period equivalent to seventy-five court hours in London. 


Sir ALEXANDER GALLOWAY ERrSKINE-HiLt, K.C., has been 
appointed Deputy Lieutenant of the City and County of 


Edinburgh. 
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CORRESPONDENCE 


[The views expressed by our correspondents ave not necessarily those of 
THE SoLiciTors’ JOURNAL] 
Salaries of Solicitors 

Sir,—In your comments on the Rushcliffe Report and The 
Law Society you make the interesting suggestion that the 
flow-back of man-power into the profession should be facilitated, 
in view of the needs of poor persons. I am very glad indeed 
that there is at last some prospect that solicitors and barristers 
may receive some remuneration for this work, which hitherto 
they have done gratuitously, without a great deal of appreciation 
from the public as a whole. 

Is it not time that a similar committee was set up to consider 
the question of remuneration and justice in general for the 
junior members of the solicitors’ profession, many of whom mav 
be released from the Services in the coming months ? On this 
subject I am enclosing a letter from last Saturday’s Scotsman 
[referred to ante, p. 286!, which reflects the views of myself and 
a large number of former assistant solicitors, now in the Services. 

Many of us will not wish to return to the profession upon 
release, for fear that conditions will sooner or later return to 
their pre-war level. The best salary that I could obtain on 
admission in 1936 (with Second Class Honours and Local Prize) 
was £150 per annum, and this was the experience of many others. 

The Law Society and the solicitors who have generously 
agreed to act as “‘ next friends ’’ to solicitors on release, are 
out to do what they can, but I have not vet noticed any sign 
that all the established members of the profession are concerned 
to see that justice and a fair standard of living shall be available 
to those of us who return from the struggle. At least some 
practising solicitors, I suspect, look forward to a return of the 
“good old’”’ days, when qualified help in their offices was 
available at cut-throat prices. Personally, I am_ seriously 
considering either postponing my release from the Service, or 
seeking some less exacting occupation on demobilisation, and so 
are one or two others of my acquaintance. 

I think that quite a lot of improvement could be effected 
sooner or later by the Law Societies, particularly in the matter 
of fixing minimum rates of salaries for admitted, and, if possible, 
for unadmitted clerks. Also the Law Societies should be able 
to give a certain amount of publicity from time to time to the 
state of overcrowding or otherwise of the profession. This 
would be for the benefit of prospective articled clerks and their 
parents, as there is no doubt that many solicitors were only 
too willing before the war to take articled clerks in exchange 
for a premium, without any prospect of being able to give them 
salaried employment on admission. Legal salaries were also 
naturally affected by the undercutting of costs, and the miserable 
fees that solicitors were often obliged to accept for fear of losing 
their clients, and this matter calls for vigorous action. 

Clearly, the whole matter requires considerable attention, if the 
profession is not to sink to the level of a hack trade, and if it 
is to continue to attract men of talent and ambition. 
WARRANT 


Scotland. OFFICER. 


14th June. 


The Enforcement of High Court Judgments 

Sir,—Your contributor in his article appearing in your issue 
of the 2nd June, sets out very clearly some of the difficulties 
of enforcing a judgment of the High Court, and his comments 
apply equally, of course, to judgments obtained in other courts. 

Apart from any question as to the existing system, however, 
we venture to suggest that much time and expense might be 
saved if practitioners, before taking steps to enforce a judgment, 
were to obtain from a recognised agency, a report as to the financial 
status of a debtor and an indication as to the best mode of 
recovering under a judgment, a given sum. 

Such reports, which include registered information (bills of 
sale, county court judgments, etc.,) are available at reasonable 
fees, and are found by solicitors who procure them, to provide 
a ready and useful basis on which to reach a decision as to 
procedure in a particular case. 

15th June. 

London, E.C.4. 


SMELLIE & Co. Lrp. 


Wills and Bequests 
Mr. C. C. Hussey, retired solicitor, of Fittleworth, left £57,661, 
with net personalty £53,253. 
Mr. C. C. Sherrard, solicitor, of Wimbledon, S.W., left £52,516, 
with net personalty £49,543. 


THE SOLICITORS’ 


JOURNAL June 23, 1945 


BIRTHDAY LEGAL HONOURS 


BARON 
Major Sir Witttam Cope, Bt., K.C., 
Inner Temple 1895, and took silk 1933. 
KNIGHTS 
Mr. Joun Barrrey, Additional Secretary and Draftsman, 
Legislative Department, India. Called by Lincoln’s Inn 1923. 
Mr. Justice HENRY BENEDICT LINTHWAITE BRAUND, Puisne 
Judge, Allahabad. Called by Lincoln’s Inn 1921. 


M.P. Called by the 


the 


Mr. Joun CHARLES FentoN, K.C., Sheriff Principal, 
Lothians and Peebles. Admitted 1904. 
Mr. Noev Barre Gorpir, K.C., M.P. Called by Inner Temple 


1905, and took silk 1928. 

Mr. Justice ALAN GERALD 
Judge, Bengal High Court. 

Mr. CHARLTON ADELBERT GUSTAVUS 
Mauritius. Called by Gray’s Inn 1928. 

Mr. CLEMENT MALONE, Chief Justice Windward and Leeward 
Islands. Called by Middle Temple 1916. 

Mr. ARTHUR CROKE MorRGAN, President, Council of The Law 
Societv. Admitted 1903. 

Mr. ANDREW Denys Stocks, Legal 
Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries. 

Mr. CHARLES Bruce Locker TENNYSON, Chairman of the 
Board of Governors, National Register of Industrial Art Designers. 
Called by Gray’s Inn 1905. 

Professor FRANK TILLYARD, lately Chairman of Trade Boards, 


RUSSELL HENDERSON, Puisne 


LANE, Chief Judge, 


Adviser and _ Solicitor, 


Ministry of Labour and National Service. Called by Middle 
remple 1890. 
ORDER OF THE BATH 
C.B. 


Mr. J. M. Gen, Principal Assistant Secretary, Ministry of 
Labour and National Service. Called by Lincoln’s Inn 1920. 
Mr. F. W. Lawton, Principal Assistant Treasury Solicitor. 
Mr. H. H. MonrGomertz, Principal Assistant Secretary, 
Ministry of Works. Called by Middle Temple 1928. 
Mr. J. Row att, Parliamentary Counsel to Treasury. 
by Inner Temple 1922. 
‘Colonel A. W. TuRNBULL, Vice-Chairman, Territorial Army 
Association, County of Salop. Admitted 1920. 


Called 


MICHAEL AND ST. GEORGE 
K.C.M.G. 

DuNncAN, Legal Adviser, Colonial 
Called by Inner Temple 1919. 


ORDER OF ST. 


Mr. HaAro_p HANDASYD!I 
Office and Dominions Office. 


Mr. RicHArD LysLtE Noswortuy, Minister (Commercial) in 
H.M. Foreign Service, Rome. Called by Inner Temple 1921. 
ORDER OF THE BRITISH EMPIRE 
’ C.B.E. 


Mr. J. B. Grawam, Clerk and A.R.P. Controller, Bedfordshire 
County Council. Admitted 1913. 

Mr. G. Hicks, Registrar of Shoreditch County Court. 

Mr. J. W. Morris, K.C., Deputy Chairman, Home Office 
Advisory Committee (Defence Regulation 158). Called by Inne! 
Temple 1921. 

G.B.E. 

Sir Ernest ArtHur Gowers, lately Senior Regional Com- 
missioner for Civil Defence, London Region. Called by Inner 
Temple 1906. 


O.B.E. 
Mr. D. J. Cartwricut, Chairman, Emergency Committec, 
Huddersfield. Admitted 1920. 


Major W. H. Foyster, lately Clerk to Justices, Salford. 
Lieut.-Colonel A. H. JoLiirrr, Joint Deputy A.R.P. County 
Council. 


Controller and Deputy Clerk, Lancashire County 
Admitted 1919. 
Mr. W. L. Morton, Senior Legal Assistant, Office of H.M. 


Procurator-General and Treasury Solicitor. 

Mr. R. A. Ricues, Librarian, Bar and Probate Libraries, Royal 
Courts of Justice. 

Mr. J. H. Smitu, Town Clerk and A.R.P. Controller, Lincoln. 
Admitted 1926. 

Mr. E. G. TOWNSEND, 
Worthing. Admitted 1931. 

Mr. F. A. M. WELLs, Deputy A.R.P. Controller, Portsmouth. 


Admitted 1926. 


Town Clerk and A.R.P. Controller, 


M.B.E. 


Mr. W. A. Cross, Clerk to the Prescot U.D.C. Admitted 1901. 
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The Modern Law Manual for Practitioners. Under the General 
Editorship of N. P. SHANNON, of Gray’s Inn, Barrister-at-law. 
Published for The Law Society. 1945. pp. Ixi and 638. 
London: Butterworth & Co. (Publishers), Ltd.; Sweet and 
Maxwell, Ltd. 35s. net. 


Law and Orders. An inquiry into the nature and scope of 
delegated legislation and executive powers in England. By 
CARLETON KEMP ALLEN, M.C., D.C.L., F.B.A., J.P., of Lincoln’s 
Inn, Barrister-at-law. 1945. pp. xvi and (with Index) 385. 
London: Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 15s. net. 


The Magistrate. A practical handbook for Magistrates and 
Justices of the Peace. By Sir ALIson Russet, K.C.M.G., K.C., 
formerly Chief Justice, Tanganyika Territory. With a Fore- 
word by Lorp Scnuster, G.C.B., C.V.O., K.C. 1945. pp. xiv, 
162 and (Index) 14. London: Butterworth & Co, (Publishers), 
Ltd. 17s. 6d. net. 


Burke’s Encyclopedia of War Damage and Compensation. 
Supplemental Part 19. Edited by Haro_p Parris, Barrister- 


at-law. London: Hamish Hamilton (Law Books), Ltd. 
THE WORSHIPFUL COMPANY OF SOLICITORS OF THE 


CITY OF LONDON 

Mr. L. C. Buttock, Master of the Worshipful Company of Solicitors 
of the City of London, at the Annual General Meeting of the Company 
at the Grocers Hall, on Wednesday, 13th June last, said : 

rhe first item on the agenda to-day is to receive the report of the 
Court of Assistants. This has been circulated to all members, and 
I propose to say a few words on the various subjects referred to in the 
report before asking the members for their comments. 

The last annual general meeting of our Company which, in those 
days, as you know, was a company limited by guarantee, was held 
on the 6th Mav, 1943 

At the Court Meeting which followed that annual general meeting, 
the Court of Assistants did me the honour of appointing me Master. 
On that occasion I again raised the question as to the possibility of 
our becoming a Livery Company, as J know we all felt that not only 
would the status of our company be considerably improved if we 
could become a Livery Company, but I think we all looked upon the 
prospect of the grant of a Livery as an honour to the profession as a 
whole. 

We were fortunate at that time, as I am glad to sav we still are, 
in having on our Court not only several Past Masters of other Livery 
Companies, but also three members of the Council of The Law Society, 
one member of the Common Council of the City, Mr. Easton, and 
Mr. Anthony Pickford, who was not only a member of the Council of 
The Law Society, but has also for some years occupied the position as 
City Solicitor. 

It seemed to me that with the assistance we could get from these 
yentlemen, it was high time, after thirty-five years’ existence, we 
made a strenuous attempt to be created a Livery Company. We got 
a letter from the Secretary of The Law Society, informing us that the 
Council of the Society would welcome the change in our status and 
through the very able assistance of Mr. Pickford and Mr. Easton 
we were able to lay the foundation for an approach by formal petition 
to the Lord Mayor and Court of Aldermen to grant us our Livery. 
We realised that only one livery company had been created during the 
last 250 years. We presented our petition, which I am glad to say 
received the sympathetic consideration of the Lord Mayor and Court 
of Aldermen, with the result that our Charter as one of the Livery 
Companies of the City of London was granted to us at the Mansion 
House on the 24th May, 1944. 

The reason why we had no annual general meeting last year was 
that we had summoned you to a meeting to put the old company 
into liquidation and no annual general meeting of our Livery Company 
became due until the present month. Due to these circumstances 
the Court of Assistants has not had the pleasure of meeting members 
of the company in a body for a period of just over two years. In the 
future, of course, we shall under our constitution hold our annual 
general meeting regularly in June of each year. 

In addition to my very great desire that we should be created a 
Livery Company, there was one other matter which I thought was of 
the greatest importance to our profession, and you may remember 
that I read a paper in May, 1939, on the subject of solicitors’ remunera- 
tion I thought it was high time that we should cease to be regarded 
as the poor relation amongst the professions. There is no doubt that 
we are remunerated on a basis and at a rate which is entirely out of 
date. I pointed out that solicitors’ remuneration was governed 
by the Solicitors Remuneration Act, 1881, passed when income tax 
was 5d. in the {, and there was no sur-tax, and when office expenses 
probably did not exceed one-sixth of what they now are, and I also 
gave examples of the cost of labour and living. No increase in solicitors’ 
remuneration of any description was made between the passing of the 
Act of 1881 and the first world war. It is common knowledge that 
to-day, although our remuneration has now been increased by 50 per 
cent. over the 1881 figure, solicitors cannot in view of the enormously 
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increased expenses, make more than the most meagre income from the 
exercise of their profession. 

The principal complaint which I thought we members of the pro- 
fession had was in connection with large transactions (which are 
frequent in the City) where the scale ceases to operate and the remunera 
tion remains at the same figure after £100,000 of consideration is 
reached. We all know that the work and responsibility involved 
in these transactions is enormous and unless we are able to make a 
bargain with a client we are better without the work as it most 
definitelv not pay. Making bargains with clients is a most 
invidious and unsatisfactory method, because it gives the client the 
impression, which in fact is the truth, that we are endeavouring to 
obtain a fee in excess of that to which we are entitled. I gave examples 
of the enormous difference between the fees paid to Scottish solicitors 
and those paid to English solicitors on large transactions. This paper 
was later submitted as the memorandum of the Court to the Secretary 
of The Law Society, who brought it before the members of the Council, 
with the result that we were asked for a large number of prints, and 
these were submitted to all Provincial Law Societies and their views 
were asked On the basis of the old saying “‘ shoemakers’ children 
are worst shod,”’ I suppose it is true to say that although solicitors are 
keen on looking after the interests of their clients they, for some 
reason, are not verv active in looking after their own interests. The 
reactions of the Provincial Law Societies has been most disappointing 
The latest position is contained in a letter dated the 14th May written 
to me by Mr. Lund, Secretary of The Law Society, which is in the 
following terms: 

‘* Dear Mr. Bullock, 

I have received your letter of the 17th May on the subject of the 
Memorandum which your Company was good enough to prepare 
and send to the Council, and which we in our turn duly circulated 
for the observations of the Provincial Law Societies. 

It is true that replies from the Provincial Law Societies were 
numerically most disappointing. Nevertheless, the Council decided 
that the matter with which the memorandum dealt should be fully 
inquired into and reported upon by a Committee and they referred 
the memorandum, together with the observations upon it which 
have been received to the Scale Committee for inquiry and report. 

The office here is in process of preparing a memorandum which 
will include not only the observations of the Provincial Law Societies 
on your memorandum, but the many observations which wer: 
contained in the answers to the questionnaire which we sent out to 
a great many members of the profession before we applied for the 
124 per cent. increase last year. You will recall that that memo 
randum contained a section designed to extract suggestions as to the 
methods by which the basis of our remuneration might be improved 

The Clerk of the Committee is also tabulating the information 
I had obtained just before the war as a result of a letter I wrote to 
various dominions and foreign countries inquiring their methods of 
remuneration tor lawyers. The task ahead is not an easy one and 
| think that it may take some time before the Scale Committee are 
in a position to report 

Personally, I am a little doubtful of the expediency of asking for 
a slight modification of the existing scales of charges if, in a com- 
paratively short while, we are to submit to the authorities an entirely 
different system of remuneration, but that is a matter of policy 
which will no doubt be decided if representations are made to thx 
Council that an attempt should be made to deal with a small part 
of this problem without waiting for the major issues to be resolved 
| feel sure that everyone |! 


does 


here to-day will agree that for the tim: 
being the matter should be left in the hands of the Council of The Law 
Societv, who have got this question of remuneration well in hand. It 
is common knowledge that in a very large number of cases we have 
to make very substantial reductions in the remuneration to which we 
are strictly entitled—more especially I would mention the case of th« 
preparation of wills—and unless we are compensated for such reductions 
by being enabled occasionally to earn a large fee, the outlook for the 
profession is indeed a dismal one. 

A further point which we mentioned in our memorandum was that 
our fees should be regulated by the Council of The Law Society. We 
can promise The Law Society that we will give them every possible 
support to get the present state of affairs remedied. 


(To be concluded) 


OBITUARY 
Sirk WILLIAM PRESCOTT 
Sir William Prescott, Bt., C.B.E., D.L., died on Friday, 
15th June, aged seventy-one. He was called by Gray’s Inn in 
1909. From 1928 to 1940 he served as Chairman on the Metro- 
politan Water Board, and was High Sheriff of Middlesex 1929-30. 
He was a past President of the British Waterworks Association. 


Mr. D. O. EVANS, M.P. 

Mr. David Owen Evans, Knight Bachelor designate, Liberal 
M.P. for Cardiganshire since 1932, died on Wednesday, 13th June, 
aged sixty-nine. He was called by Gray’s Inn in 1906. 

Sir. JOHN PROSSER 

Sir John Prosser, C.V.O., LL.D., Writer to the Signet, died at 
Edinburgh on Saturday, 16th June, aged eighty-eight. He was 
educated at Edinburgh University and passed as a solicitor in 
1879. He became a Writer to the Signet in 1898. 
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NOTES OF CASES 


JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PRIVY COUNCIL 


Shafiqa Bint Jamal Eddin Dasuki v. Sadr Eddin Et-Tibi 
and Another 
Lord Wright, Sir Madhavan Nair and Sir John Beaumont 
18th April, 1945 
Palestine—Effect of admission—Avoidability—Oath by person in 

whose favour made—The Mejelle (Tyser’s translation), arts. 79, 

1588, 1589—Palestine Evidence Ordinance, 1924, s. 14. 

Appeal from a decision of the Supreme Court of Palestine 
setting aside a decision of the District Court of Nablus. 

The plaintiff claimed from defendants No. 1 and No. 2 £P.650, 
alleging that she and her sister agreed to sell their shares in 
certain lands to defendant No. 1 through their uncle, defendant 
No. 2, who was acting as an intermediary, for the sum of £P.1,350 ; 
and that the sisters only received £P.50, leaving a balance of 
£P.650 due to each sister. The sisters had executed before the 
notary public a power of attorney appointing three persons as 
their attorneys to effect the transfer of the land, and the power 
contained the admission: ‘‘ We received the whole price in cash 
and in advance from the hands of the said purchaser at the time 
of signing this power of attorney.’’ The plaintiff alleged a fraud 
in the framing of the power of attorney. In their defence, the 
defendants relied on the admission in the power of attorney that 
the money had been paid in full, and claimed that it was con- 
clusive. At the trial, the District Court of Nablus, considering from 
the evidence that it was doubtful whether the purchase-money 
had been paid, decided to hear further evidence on a later date. 
Further evidence was accordingly heard, and the court decided 
that the plaintiff had not proved the fraud alleged, though the 
judges considered the circumstances of the transfer suspicious. 
They held, however, on the evidence, that only £P.50 had been 
paid to the plaintiff and her sister, and gave judgment against 
defendant No. 1 for £P.650, dismissing the suit against defendant 
No. 2. The Supreme Court of Palestine allowed the appeal of 
defendant No. 1, holding that the plaintiff, having failed to prove 
fraud, was bound by her admission of the receipt of the purchase- 
money in the power of attorney, and that the lower court was 
wrong in allowing evidence to be given on the question whether 
the amount had been paid. (Cur adv. vult.) 

Sir JoHN BEAUMONT, giving the judgment of the Board, said 
that by art. 79 of the Mejelle ‘“‘ by his admission one is con- 
demned.”’ By art. 1588: “ It is not lawful to go back from the 
admissions concerning the rights of people . By art. 1589: 
“Tf anyone maintains that he has not spoken the truth in an 
admission which has been made, the person in whose favour the 
admission was made is made to take an oath that it is not 
false...’ It was clear from other portions of the Mejelle 
that great importance was attached to the taking of the oath: 
see, for example, arts. 1743, 1744, 1746 and 1751. It was argued 
before the Board that those provisions of the Mejelle were over- 
ridden by s. 14 of the Evidence Ordinance, 1924, which provided : 
“In a civil case either party may give evidence on his own behalf 
or be summoned to give evidence for the other party.”’ Their 
lordships were satisfied that the express enactments of the Mejelle 
as to admissions were not overridden by so general a provision. 
The contention to the contrary was inconsistent with the state- 
ment in the judgment of the Board in A postolic Throne of St. Jacob 
v. Saba Said ((1939), 6 P.L.R. 528, at p. 534), that the legal effect 
of admissions in Palestine was to be found in the Turkish Code 
(the Mejelle) which provided in art. 79 that “a person is bound 
by his own admission,”’ and in art. 1588 that “‘ no person may 
validly retract an admission made with regard to private rights.” 
There was some irregularity in the proceedings in the District 
Court. If the plea of fraud had succeeded, the admission by the 
plaintiff would have been displaced, either on the general principle 
that fraud vitiated every transaction, or under art. 1610 of the 
Mejelle. But when she failed to establish fraud, the court was 
left with her admission of the receipt of the money ; and, in their 
lordships’ view, the binding character of that admission could 
only be displaced by the plaintiff's requiring the defendant to 
take an oath under art. 1589 that the admission in its exact terms 
was true. No doubt defendant No. 1 did give evidence suggesting 
that the admission was not true, but their lordships were not 
satisfied that he was ever asked to swear specifically under 
art. 1589 as to the truth of the admission. It was for the plaintiff 
to demand the oath. She omitted to do so, very possibly because 
the Supreme Court of Palestine had held in Khadijeh Ismail Abu 
Khadva v. Amneh Khalil Abu Khadra ((1920-33), P.L.R. 1) that 
an admission in an official document did not come within the 


meaning of art. 1589 of the Mejelle, and that the defendant could 
not therefore be called on to take the decisive oath to the effect 
that the plaintiff's admission acknowledging receipt of money 
before the Land Registrar was not false. That case was referred 
to in Zvi Gaber v. Migdal Insurance Co., Lid. ((1938), P.L.R. 187) 
as of somewhat doubtful authority, though it was stated to have 
been followed. Their lordships thought that the decision was 
wrong. There was no exception in art. 1589 of admissions made 
in official documents, nor did their lordships see why there should 
be. The case would be remitted to the District Court with 
directions to allow the plaintiff an opportunity of requiring the 
defendant to take the special form of oath under art. 1589. If 
that oath were taken no evidence to prove the admission false 
would be admissible, and the suit would fail. If it were not 
taken, the court would be free to act on the view which it formed 
on the evidence, and judgment would go against defendant No.1. 
Their lordships would advise that the appeal be allowed. 
COUNSEL : Khambatta ; Quass. 
SoLicitors: Lake & Son; T. L. Wilson & Co. 
[Reported by R. C. CatBurn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


CHANCERY DIVISION 
Practice Note 
Uthwatt, J. 
Trust—Property in Scotland—Vesting order—Trustee Act, 1925 

(15 & 16 Geo. 5, c. 19), s. 56. 

Uruwatt, J., gave the following practice direction: In 
applications for vesting orders under the Trustee Act, 1925, any 
investments of property situated in Scotland should be set out in 
a separate schedule to the originating summons, and the summons 
should ask that the trustees may be at liberty to apply to the 
appropriate court in Scotland for a vesting order in respect 
thereof. The form of the order to be made in such cases will 
(with any necessary variation) be as follows :— 

And it appearing that the investments and property specified 
in the Schedule hereto forming part of the property subject 
to the trusts of the said will/settlement are situate in Scotland 
and that therefore this Court has no jurisdiction to make a 
vesting order in respect thereof It is ordered that the said 

be at liberty to make such application as they may be 
advised to the appropriate Court in Scotland for a vesting order 
in respect of the said investments and property. 








In ve Tree; Idle v. Hastings Corporation 
Cohen, J. 25th April, 1945 
Charity—Trust to assist persons resident priory to 1880 at H and 
their descendants to emigrate to the British Dominions—W hether 

trust for a section of the public—Validity. * 

Adjourned summons. 

The testator by his will dated the 21st January, 1927, gave his 
residuary estate to his trustees and directed them to hold one-half 
thereof ‘‘ Upon trust to invest the same and to devote the income 
thereof from time to time as they may deem expedient for the 
purpose of assisting persons whoresided in the Borough of Hastings 
in or prior to the year 1880 or the descendants of such persons 
to emigrate to any of the Dominions of the British Empire my 
object being to improve the condition in life of such persons and 
the upholding of the Empire but it is my wish and I hereby direct 
that in no case shall more than a sum of £50 be given to or in 
respect of any one person or more than the sum of £150 to or in 
respect of any one family and that assistance shall only be granted 
after due inquiry as to the suitability of the person or family 
concerned for emigration and under the advice of the Lord 
Commissioner or other responsible official of the respective 
Dominion.”’ The testator died in 1927. By this summons the 
trustees of the will asked whether a valid charitable trust had been 
created. 

CoHEN, J., said that two questions had been argued: first, 
whether the beneficiaries were limited to poor members of the 
class ; secondly, whether the class from which the persons to be 
benefited were to be drawn was a section of the public (Goodman 
v. Mayor of Saltash, 7 A.C. 633; Virge v. Somerville {1924} 
A.C. 496). The decision in In re Sidney [1908] Ch. 488 showed 
that a trust for promoting emigration simpliciter would not be a 
valid charitable trust. On the other hand, Barclay v. Maskelyne, 
4 Jur. (N.s.) 1294, showed that such a trust, if further elaborated, 
might make it clear that it was intended to benefit a section of the 
community so as to comply with the necessary conditions to 
make it charitable. Upon the first matter argued, he had 
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reached the conclusion that the intention was to limit the class of 
persons to benefit to poor persons. It was conceded that, if 
the persons intended to be benefited were poor persons, it was 
still necessary for the trust to be valid to show that it possessed 
a public character. The class selected was peculiar. The question 
was whether this class was a portion of the public within the 
principle stated by Lord Greene, M.R., In ve Compton, Powell 
v. Compton [1944] Ch. 378; 88 Sor. J. 262. It was contended 
for the next of kin that a member of the class to be benefited must 
be qualified by characteristic personal to himself. The whole 
trust was essentially private rather than public. A person could 
only qualify by a characteristic personal to the claimant and not 
by a characteristic which could be said to delimit some section 
of the community from the community as a whole. It was said 
the essential part of the qualification was defined by a personal 
relationship to individuals or an individual, which was in its 
essence non-public. He thought the essential quality here was 
the connection, albeit at one or more removes, with Hastings. 
True it was that proof of ancestry was something personal. 
In his view, however, proof of descent not from a named resident 
in Hastings was an impersonal quality. The case was distinguish- 
able from in In ve Compton, supra. He had reached the conclusion 
that the condition that the trust must have a public character 
was satisfied and the testator had made a valid charitable bequest. 

CounsEL: J. Pennycuick ; Geoffrey Cross ; H. O. Danckwerts 
and Wilfrid Hunt. 

Soricitors: Blyth, Dutton & Co., for Menneer, Idle, Brackett 
and Wiliams, St. Leonards-on-Sea ; Skelion & Rust ; Treasury 
Solicitor ; Sharpe, Pritchard & Co. 

[Reported by Miss B. A. Bickne.t, Barrister-at-Law.] 
In ve Samuel; Ex parie the Trustee v. Kerman 
Evershed, J. 3rd May, 1945 
sankruptcy — A fter-acquived property — Conversion — Jewellery 
handed to bankrupt’s solicitor—] ewellery handed over to bankrupt 
who sells it—Whether solicitor liable to trustee in bankruptcy for 
jewellery. 
Motion. 


On the dissolution of his marriage with the bankrupt, her 
husband agreed to give to the bankrupt certain valuable jewellery. 
This jewellery was in the custody of the husband’s solicitors. 
On the 26th November, 1943, the bankrupt sent one, M, to her 
solicitor, the respondent, with two letters. “The one was an 
authority to her former husband’s solicitors to hand the jewellery 
to the respondent. The second was a letter to the respondent, in 
which the bankrupt asked him to hand the jewellery toM... 
‘ who will be disposing of the same on my behalf for the education 
of my son.” The respondent collected the jewellery from the 
husband’s solicitors and then handed it to M. The jewellery, 
which to the knowledge of the respondent was after-acquired 
property, was subsequently sold by the bankrupt. By this 
motion the trustee in bankruptcy sought to recover the value of 
the jewellery from the respondent, alleging that, by handing the 
jewellery to M, knowing that the bankrupt intended to sell it, the 
respondent was guilty of conversion. 

EVERSHED, J., said that the authorities showed that, provided 
certain conditions were fulfilled, it made no difference for a 
person charged with conversion to say that he was the innocent 
agent of someone else (Hollins v. Fowler, L.R. 7 H.L. 757). In 
this case the respondent in receiving the jewellery did so on behalf 
of his principal, the bankrupt. It was said that immediately 
he received the jewellery the title of the trustee in bankruptcy 
attached to it and the respondent ought to be treated as holding the 
jewellery on behalf of the trustee, and any dealing by the respon- 
dent with it must amount to a conversion. It was clear that the 
moment the after-acquired property was acquired the title of the 
trustee arose (In ve Pascoe [1944] Ch, 219), and it was the bank- 
rupt’s duty to account for the property to the trustee (Bankruptcy 
Act, 1914, s. 22). The bankrupt could, however, by virtue of 
s. 47 of the Act of 1914, give to a purchaser a good title. A 
bankrupt had certain rights of possession and certain power of 
disposal. The question whether the respondent had committed 
an act of conversion might be answered by asking whether what 
he had done was consistent with the bankrupt’s rights and powers, 
in the sense that the bankrupt could have authorised them. 
He thought the respondent’s acts were ministerial. The position 
would be clear if the respondent had merely been told by the 
principal to hand over the jewellery. The fact that the bankrupt’s 
intention to sell the jewellery had been disclosed to the respondent 
did not make him liable. It was said that as the respondent was 
a solicitor and an officer of the court he owed some duty to 
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withhold the jewellery from his own client’s possession until he 
was Satisfied that the client would deal with it in accordance with 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1914. The result would be to impose on 
solicitors a wholly impossible burden and would result in an 
unwarranted interference with the position subsisting between 
solicitors and their clients. The tort of conversion had not been 
established and the application failed. 

CounsEL: G. O. Slade, K.C., and V. 
H. Beyfus, K.C.; C. Gallop. 

Soricitors : Spector & Spector ; Forsyte, Kerman & Phillips. 

{Reported by Miss B. A. Bicknett Barrister-at-Law.] 


R. Aronson ; Gilbert 


Bentley Motors (1931), Ltd. v. Lagonda, Ltd. 
Evershed, J. 16th May, 1945 
Procedure—A pplication by defendants to add further defendant— 

Rules of the Supreme Court, Ord. XVI, r. 11. 

Summons. 

The Rules of the Supreme Court, Ord. XVI, r. 11, provides : 
“The court or judge may at any stage . . . order that the names 
of any parties . . . whether plaintiffs or defendants who ought 
to have been joined or whose presence before the court may be 
necessary in order to enable the court effectually and completely 
to adjudicate upon and settle all the questions involved in the 
cause or matter, be added.’”’ The plaintiff company in this action 
alleged that the defendant company had infringed the plaintiffs’ 
registered trade mark consisting of the word ‘‘ Bentley” and 
claimed an injunction. In their defence the defendants alleged 
that by a contract dated the 20th April, 1932, made between the 
plaintiffs and Mr. Bentley, the right of permitting the use of his 
name was granted to Mr. Bentley, notwithstanding the registra- 
tion of the trade mark, in connection with automobiles and 
aircraft by any company being the real and substantial employers 
of Mr. Bentley. The defendants were not parties to the contract 
and therefore could not assert any right thereunder against the 
plaintiffs. Since the date of the contract Mr. Bentley had entered 
the employment of the defendants. By this summons the 
defendants applied under Ord. XVI, r. 11, that Mr. Bentley might 
be added as a defendant to the action. 

EVERSHED, J., said that if the suit by the plaintiffs was a 
breach of the contract with Mr. Bentley, the remedy of the latter, 
unless he was added as a defendant, was to bring an independent 
action against the plaintiffs and seek in that action an injunction 
to prevent the further prosecution by the plaintiffs of their claim 
against the defendants. The question was whether Mr. Bentley 
should be left to obtain, if he could, his remedy in separate pro- 
ceedings or whether he should now be joined as a party in the 
present action in order that he might by counter-claim seek 
therein to enforce his contract with the plaintiffs. He was 
anxious to assert his claim, The circumstances of this case fell 
within the rule. The joinder of Mr. Bentley was necessary in 
order that the court might effectually and completely adjudicate 
and settle all the questions involved in the plaintiffs’ claim. The 
principle illustrated in Hood Barrs v. Frampton, Knight & Clayton 
[1924] W.N. 287 did not cover this case. The main object of the 
rule was to render unnecessary multiplicity of proceedings. It 
was not material that the plaintiff in the action did not prefer 
any claim against the party joined : Montgomery v. Foy, Morgan 
and Co. [1895] 2 Q.B. 321. The defendants were entitled to the 
order for which they asked. 

CouNnsEL: James Mould ; Basil Drewe. 

Soxticirors: Ashurst, Morris, Crisp & 
Haynes & Co. 


{Reported by Miss B. A. Bickne 1, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Co. ; Claremont 





The Board of Trade have revoked the Location of Industry 
(Restriction) Order, 1942, and replaced it by the Location of 
Industry (Restriction) Order, 1945 (S.R. & O., 1945, No. 671). 
The new order came into force on the 14th June, 1945. Under 
the new order the control on the use of factories and warehouses 
is relaxed. It no longer applies to premises with an aggregate 
floor space of less than 3,000 square feet, nor to garages or motor 
vehicle or cycle repair shops of any size. Licences are also not 
required in respect of the use of factories or warehouses which 
have been let or sold to the user by a Government department. 
It should be noted that this relaxation does not dispense with any 
obligation there may be to obtain licences under other Government 
controls. Apart from these exemptions, the control remains 
unaltered, and applications for licences should be addressed 
to the Board of Trade Regional Controller in the region in 
which the premises are situated. Licences issued under the 
previous Order remain valid. 
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June 23, 1945 THE 


RULES AND ORDERS 


S.R. & O., 1945, No. 703/L.8 
LANDLORD AND TENANT 
TENANCY AGREEMENTS 
THE TENANCY AGREEMENTS (END OF THE WAR IN EuROPE) 
ORDER, 1945 


At the Court at Buckingham Palace, the 11th day of June, 1945. 
PRESENT, 
The King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 

Whereas by subsection (2) of section two of the Validation of 
War-Time Leases Act, 1944,* it is provided— 

(a) that His Majesty may by Order in Council declare, among 
other things, what date is to be treated for the purposes of 
any tenancy agreement as the date of the end of the war and 
of hostilities as respects any particular State or States or any 
particular theatre or theatres of war and of the emergency 
(not being defined by reference to any Act of Parliament) 
occasioned thereby ; and 

(b) that every such agreement shall be construed accordingly, 
unless the context requires, or it is shown by admissible evidence, 
that it should be otherwise construed : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty, by and with the advice of the 
Privy Council, is pleased to order and it is hereby ordered as 
follows :— 

1. For the purposes of the construction of any tenancy agree- 
ment, the ninth day of May, nineteen hundred and forty-five, 
shall (unless the context requires or it is shown by admissible 
evidence that the agreement should be otherwise construed) be 
treated as the date of the end of the war and of hostilities as 
respects each and all of the States in Europe with which His 
Majesty has been at war at any time since the third day of 
September, nineteen hundred and thirty-nine, and of the 
emergency (not being defined by reference to any Act of 
Parliament) occasioned thereby. 

2. This Order may be cited as the Tenancy Agreements (End 
of the War in Europe) Order, 1945. E. C. E. Leadbitter. 


*7& 8 Geo. 6, c. 34. 


PARLIAMENTARY NEWS 
ROYAL ASSENT 
The following Bills and Measures received the Royal Assent 
on Friday, 15th June: 
APPROPRIATION, 
Camps. 
DISTRIBUTION OF INDUSTRY. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
EMERGENCY POWERS (DEFENCE). 
FAMILY ALLOWANCES. 
FINANCE. 
FORESTRY. 
GOVERNMENT OF BuRMA (TEMPORARY PROVISIONS). 
HousinGc (TEMPORARY ACCOMMODATION). 
Hypro-E.Lectric UNDERTAKINGS (VALUATION FOR RATING) 
(SCOTLAND). 
INCOME TAX. 
Law REFORM (CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE). 
LIABILITIES (WAR-TIME ADJUSTMENT) (SCOTLAND). 
Loca, GOVERNMENT (BOUNDARY COMMISSION). 
Lonpon County CounciL (MONEY). 
MINISTRY OF HEALTH PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(IRWELL VALLEY WATER Boarpb). 
Port oF GLtasGow GAS AND BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION. 
POSTPONEMENT OF POLLING Day. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (MARRIAGES) CONFIRMATION. 
REQUISITIONED LAND AND WAR WORKS. 
SouTH SHIELDS CORPORATION. 
Town AND CoUNTRY PLANNING (SCOTLAND). 
TREASON. 
WARRINGTON CORPORATION. 
WATER. 
WELsH CHURCH (BURIAL GROUNDS). 





EpIscOPAL PENSIONS MEASURE. 
INCUMBENTS (DISABILITY) MEASURE. 


HOUSE OF LORDS 
MINISTRY OF HEALTH PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(DONCASTER) Bitv [H.L.]. 


Read Second Time. {11th June, 
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MINISTRY OF HEALTH PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(WESTON-SUPER-MARE) BiLt [H.L.]. 
Read Second Time. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS 


CoLNE VALLEY WATER BILL [H.L.]. 


{11th June. 


Read First Time. [13th June. 
East GRINSTEAD GAS AND WATER BILt [H.L.]. . 

Read Third Time. [13th June. 
GLOUCESTER CoRPORATION Bit [H.L.}. 

Read First Time. (13th June. 


MIbD-SOUTHERN Utitity Biri [H.L.]. 

Read First Time. [12th June. 
NATIONAL INSURANCE (INDUSTRIAL INJURIES) BiLt [H.C.]. 

To substitute for the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1925 to 
1943, a system of insurance against personal injury caused by 
accident arising out of and in the course of a person’s employment 
and against prescribed diseases and injuries due to the nature of a 
person’s employment, and for purposes connected therewith. 

Read First Time. [12th June. 
NortH DEvon WATER BOARD BILt [H.L.]. 

Read Second Time. 


QUESTIONS TO MINISTERS 
TERMINATION OF WAR CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS 

Sir A. Evans asked the Attorney-General whether, in view 
of the large number of public and private contracts and legal 
agreements which lapse at the official ending of the war in Europe, 
he is now able to state what the position is and when an official 
declaration regarding this matter is likely to be announced ; 
and in what form. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: My hon. and gallant friend would, 
of course, agree that the object must be to give to the contracts 
and agreements to which he refers their proper meaning as 
intended by the parties. To fix a single meaning for a particular 
phrase for all cases might well conflict with this principle. The 
matter is at present under consideration and I should welcome 
any contributions which the hon. and gallant member may care 
to make. 

An Order in Council prescribing the 9th May as the date of the 
end of the war and of hostilities as respects all the States in 
Europe for the purposes of certain tenancy agreements has 
already been made under s. 2 of the Validation of War-Time 
Leases Act, 1944, but tenancy agreements are a limited class of 
contracts to which special considerations apply. [13th June. 


[lith June. 


REPORT OF ComMpANY LAW AMENDMENT COMMITTEE 
Sir J. MeLtor asked the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he has received the Report of the Committee on Company 
Law Amendment ; and whether it is his intention to publish it. 
Mr. LytrLEToN: Yes, sir. I have just received the report, 
and it is my intention to have it published @s soon as practicable, 
[12th June. 


WAR LEGISLATION 


STATUTORY RULES AND ORDERS, 1945 . 
Allied Forces (Royal Norwegian Air Force) Order 
in Council, May 28. 
E.P. 677. Control of Communications (Isle of Man) Order 
(No: I): June’7. 
E.P. 676. Control of Communications Order (No. 2). June 7. 
No. 576. Customs. Export of Goods (Control) (No. 4) Order. 
June 1. 
Disabled Persons (Employment) Act, 1944 (Com- 
mencement) Order in Council. May 28. 
No. 678. Local Authorities Loans Act, 1945 (Date of 
Commencement) Order. June 12. 
E.P. 671. Location of Industry (Restriction) Order. June 11. 
E.P. 631. Machinery, Plant and Appliances (Consolidation) 
Order. June 4. 
No. 690/S. 28. Protected Areas Order (No. 1) Amendment 
(No. 1) Order. June 7. 
Public Utility Undertakings (Prevention of 
Publications) (Revocation) Order. May 29. 
Public Works Loans (Fees) Regulations. June 12. 
Road Traffic. Motor Vehicles (Restriction of Use) 
(Revocation) Order. June 4. 
Toilet Preparations (No. 5) Order. June 7. 
Town and Country Planning, England and Wales, 
Amendment Regulations. June 4. 
Use of Vehicles during Harvesting Order. June 6. 


No. 614. 


No. 615. 


E.P. O22: 


No. 679. 
E.P. 662. 


E.P. 663. 
No. 661. 


E.P. 686. 








No. 616. Visiting Forces (Canadian Military and Air Forces) 
Order in Council. May 28. 

No. 617. Visiting Forces (Union of South Africa Defence 
Forces) Order in Council. May 28. 

No. 618. Visiting Forces (Union of South Africa) (No. 9) 
Order in Council. May 28. 

No. 619. Visiting Forces (Union of South Africa) (No. 10) 
Order in Council. May 28. 


STATIONERY OFFICE 
List of Statutory Rules and Orders issued during May. 1945. 


{Any of the above may be obtained from the Publishing Departm ent 
S.L.S.S., Ltd., 88/90, Chancery Lane, London, W.C.2] 


UNIVERSITY CORRESPONDENCE COLLEGE LAW CLUB 

At the second meeting of the University Correspondence 
College Law Club, held on the 12th June, 1945, at the University 
of London Club, the case of R. v. Blinks was heard. 

Statement of facts: Freshfield, in the County of Mudcombe, 
South-East England, is declared by an order of the Minister 
of Home Security made by virtue of the powers conferred by 
the Emergency Powers (Defence) Acts, 1939, c. 62, and 1940 
(No. 2), c. 45, to be a war zone in view of the apprehension of 
imminent enemy invasion. Blinks, a natural-born British 
subject, who resides in Freshfields, is arrested by the military 
authorities, convicted by a military court of committing a breach 
of the curfew regulations, and sentenced to death. He applies 
to the Divisional Court for a writ of habeas corpus. 

Court: The Lord Porter (President), Mr. J. P. Eddy, K.C., 
Mr. G. O. Slade, K.C., Mr. E. V. Thompson, C.B. 

Counsel: For the Crown: Jamieson & Gower. For the 
applicant: Nokes and Cocking. 

The application was granted. 

The next meeting of the Law Club will be held at 6.45 p.m. 
on Monday, the 16th July, at the University of London Club, 
19 and 21, Gower Street, W.C.1. An address will be delivered 
by Mr. Derek Lomax on the Administration of Justice in the 
Sudan. 

All further particulars can be obtained from Miss J. Madgwick, 
Hon. Secretary, 6, Raymond Buildings, Gray’s Inn, W.C.1. 


Reports have appeared in the Press about the signature of a 
timber agreement between this country and Finland. Since this 
may have led to some misunderstanding, the Board of Trade 
wish to make it clear that the signature of this agreement does 
not imply that private trade with Finland can be resumed 
immediately. For the present all trade with Finland is prohibited 
by trading with the enemy legislation and no payments arrange- 
ments have been concluded. Discussions will, however, shortly 
take place with the Finnish authorities. In the meantime, under 
the General Licence issued by the Board of Trade (S.R. & O., 
1945, No. 182) prospective traders are free to communicate with 
their business contacts with a view to the acceptance of firm 
orders as soon as trade is reopened with Finland. 


COURT PAPERS 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1945 


COURT OF APPEAL AND HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE— 
CHANCERY DIVISION 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL Mr. Justice 
Rora. Court I. UTHWaTrT. 
Mon., June 25 Mr. Hay Mr. Jones Mr. Reader 
72e3., « 2 Farr Reader Hay 
Wed., ,, 27 Blaker Hay Farr 
Thurs., pp ee Andrews Farr Blaker 
Fri., ee. Jones Blaker Andrews 
Sat., 5 Reader Andrews Jones 
Group A. Group B. 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. COHEN. VAISEY. EVERSHED. ROMER. 


- Witness. Non-Witness. Non-Witness. Witness. 
Mon., June 25 Mr. Blaker Mr. Andrews Mr. Farr Mr. Hay 


aues., , 26 Andrews Jones Blaker Farr 
Wea., ,, 27 Jones Reader Andrews Blaker 
Thurs., ,, 28 Reader Hay Jones Andrews 
Fri., ae Hay Farr Reader Jones 
Sat., » ee Farr Blaker Hay Reader 
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STOCK EXCHANGE PRICES OF 
CERTAIN TRUSTEE SECURITIES 


Bank Rate (26th October, 1939) 2% 


British Government Securities 

Consols 4% 1957 or after 

Consols 24% 

War Loan 3%, 1955-59 nb 

War Loan 34% 1952 or after 

Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 

Funding 3%, Loan 1959-69 

Funding 2#% Loan 1952-57 

Funding 24% Loan 1956-61 

Victory 4% Loan Av. life 18 years .. 

Conversion 34% Loan 1961 or after 

National Defence Loan 3% 1954-58 

National War Bonds 24% 1952-54 .. 

Savings Bonds 3% 1955-65 oe 

Savings Bonds 3% 1960-70 

Local Loans 3% Stock 

Bank Stock .. - é. 

Guaranteed 3% Stock (Irish Land 
Acts) 1939 or after 

Guaranteed 232% Stock (Irish Land 
Act 1903) .. ‘ie 

Redemption 3% 1986-96 .. 

Sudan 44% 1939-73 Av. life 16 years 

Sudan 4% 1974 Red. in part after 
1950 

Tanganyika 4% Guaranteed 1951- 71 

Lon. Elec. T.F. Corp. 24% 1950-55 


Colonial Securities 

*Australia (Commonw’h) 4% 1955-70 
Australia (Commonw’h) 3}% 1964-74 
Australia (Commonw’h) _ 1955-58 
tNigeria 4% 1963... 

*Queensland 34% 1950-70 . ~ 
Southern Rhodesia 34% 1961-66 .. 
Trinidad 3% 1965-70 - fie 


Corporation Stocks 
*Birmingham 3% 1947 or after 
*Croydon 3% 1940-60 
*Leeds 34% 1958-62 
*Liverpool 3% 1954-64 
Liverpool 34% Red’mable by agree- 
ment with holders or by purchase 
London County 3% Con. Stock after 
1920 at option of Corporation 
*London County 34% 1954-59 
Manchester 3% 1941 or after 
*Manchester 3% 1958-63 .. - 
Met. Water Board 3% “A” 1963- 
2003 .. " ee = a 
Do. do. 3% “‘ B”’ 1934-2003 
Do. do. 3% “ E” 1953-73 
Middlesex C.C. 3% 1961-66 
*Newcastle 3% Consolidated 1957 . 
Nottingham 3% Irredeemable 
Sheffield Corporation 34% 1968 


Railway Debenture and 
Preference Stocks 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture 
Gt. Western Rly. 44% Debenture .. 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Debenture 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge. . 
Gt. Western Rly. 5%, Cons. G’rteed. 
Gt. Western Rly. 5%, Preference 


* Not available to Trustees over par. 
+ Not available to Trustees over 115. 





Middle 


Div. 


Months | 


MN 
FA 
FA 


JJ 
JJ 
AO 


AO 
JJ 


JJ 
AO 


JJ 
AO 
JJ 
MN 
jajo 
. MSJD 


O} 3854 


5| 101 





June 1 a 


be 


Price | 


| 


1134 
102} 


1013 
100} | 
95% 


97 


93 
100 
116 


111 
1064 
984 


106 
100 
99 
114 | 
101 | 
104xd) 
100 | 





954 
101 
102 
100 


105 


954 
107 


101 


974 

99 

99xd] 
101 


95 
107xd 











115} 
1234 
1364 | 
1324 | | 
1284 
117} 





Approx 

interest mate Vil 

Yield redemption 
faQiz s & 
312 11238 6 
39 8 _— 
218 41/213 7 
2, 7T Size = 
310 6/217 6 
219 6/218 7 
234 2:12) 4 
23) 7i2k 
310 6|3 0 4 
3 6 0/3 0 4 
218 8\;214 0 
29 &i12 7 2 
219 1126 7 
219 6/218 9 
3 210 — 

> 2s -- 

3 110 — 
219 2 _ 
$80 013 6 8 
317 7VZi3 @ 3 
312 1/116 6 
3m tiem a 
210 91213 2 
3315 613 5 95 
3 § 838i 3 2 
$0 7is te 
310 2;219 8 
394813 35 8 
a 7 £123 3.3 
$0 013 6 0 
$ 2 _ 
219 5 = 
$3013 2.3 
3 00/3 0 0 
3; 6 Ss _ 
3 210 ae 
3 5 Sigh ¢ 
22% ae 
219-5128 2 
3 16/3 1 6 
30 7is 8 
$3 @ 7is i a 
219 5/218 5 
219 3531238 0 
2 3. — 
35.313 2.8 
a 2.2 —_— 
3 12 10 
323 5s “= 
315 6 — 
5 i7 30 _— 
4 3 2 — 





t In the case of Stocks at a premium, the yield with redemption has been calculated at 


the earliest date ; in the case of other Stocks, as at the latest date. 
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